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SCMAGLEV MDE JPA Comment Matrix
March 02, 2021

# Agency Comment Official Comment Response WSP Comment Status

1
MDE
TWD

Since the Tidal Wetlands License will be a separate license and
include only the tidal crossings, please provide a plan set that will
be used solely for the Tidal Wetlands Authorization. After a cursory
review of the Exhibits, the Sheets that may be included, but are not
limited to, are: Exhibit A: 2, 3, 5, 44, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 60; and
Exhibit L: 8, 9, 38, 41, 51, 53, 81, 82, 94

A separate plan set to be used for the Tidal Wetland Authorization is submitted with
this response to comments. This plan set includes the relevant sheets from Exhibits A
and L.

2
MDE
TWD

Cross Sections (Exhibit A, p.51, 51, 60): Please change
measurements from meters to feet.

Feet measurements have been added in parentheses next to the metric dimensions.
The metric measurements have been maintained to facilitate correlation with other
project documents that are also using the metric system.

3
MDE
TWD

Exhibit A, p. 51 and Exhibit L, p. 9: These cross sections do not
clearly show both tidal crossings through the Anacostia and Quincy
Run. Please revise this cross section so this is clear.

The cross-section (tunnel profile) under Anacostia has been revised and extended to
include Quincy Run.

4
MDE
TWD

Exhibit L, p. 41. The LOD extends over State Tidal Wetlands. If there
are no tidal impacts in this area, please revise the LOD so it does
not extend over State Tidal Wetlands.

The DEIS plans will be revised at FEIS to clarify the LOD doesn’t overlap with the State
Tidal Wetland in this area. The LOD shown on the wetland impact plates is correct.

5
MDE
TWD

Geotechnical Borings. There are currently no proposed borings in
State Tidal Wetlands. If there is a potential need for any soil
samples, please include these on the plan set.

Additional borings will be required at later stages of the project development. If
geotechnical borings will be required in the State Tidal wetlands, this information will
be submitted in a revised JPA at a later date.

MDE Tidal Wetlands Division Comment

SCMAGLEV- Draft MDE Tidal Comment Responses (As of 3/2/2021)
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Exhibit A – Impact Plates for 
Tidal Authorization

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



























 

 

 

 

 

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE 
ENVIRONMENT (MDE) IMPACT 

TABLES
3/10/21 

 

 

 

 

 



MDE Tunnel Crossing Underneath Tidal Waters

SF LF

Channelward Extent 

from Mean High Water 

Line (FT)

SF LF

Anacostia River Middle Potomac-Anacostia-Occoquan 2
Tunnel crossing 

underneath tidal waters 
12,823 57 291 1,125 0

Quincy Run Middle Potomac-Anacostia-Occoquan 2
Tunnel crossing 

underneath tidal waters 
4,086.00 136 104 0 0

Patapsco River Gunpowder-Patapsco 41
Tunnel crossing 

underneath tidal waters 
12,744.00 50 358 4,800 0

TOTAL: 29,653          242      753                                     5,925       -           

NOTE: State tidal wetlands, including waters, are located channelward of the mean high water line (MHWL) 

Refer to the Wetland Delineation Location Mapping for Field Delineation vs. Desktop Delineation or Extension 

Alt J

VegetatedOpen Water / Unvegetated

Tidal Water Crossing Federal HUC-8 Watershed Plate # Proposed Design Type 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                      Exhibit L

Plan & Profile Drawings for Tidal Authorization
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